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ctifui^ dsj| j i 
(c,iR.M f^rtT) 

3lf^JcRT 
3]Idtl Pl'*h4 

f%%t, 31 ST^JsR;, 2000 

f%RT: ToTT HaiT cbuUftnklR % c% cOT%T %% (l[oI # #)% 3fRRf 

% trRr m<R%sft hotci# Tufteu 


IT. 44/1/99 /it %t "q; ■#.—1995 3 W-73%rf%T StT^RI, 

1975 cT«TI 313% hIhRJc^ ( Hlfia <33^331 %t "3^1 x tT ^tT 3n°b<rH 

lief %PI 7T«TI 8%T %%3RI) iWT, 1995 %f T3%) |TT : 

cfj. yOb^i 

PlHfolRsId yfsMl 33Mdl41 ^Tf % 

(i) Plf^ E g 5nf?Jcj3T% (f%% 3TR PTii%rcF3T%r % W t) £RT f^TTcf? 5 
del 1999 %t % 44/1/99-# %i ^ R7R 

wfofaep ^di %r sft %r f%rra5 3 %tt^r;i 996 %f 

3Tf^RJeHT %. 47/^ ^f/94 ^5 s?RT 7RT 7f£fT eJR5TTf%R*TFT (f%% 3T%[ 

7%^ ^?T % W t) % ip % 3T2Tcrr cT% % Pt%fcld %T 4/4-I 
%% %m % 3 ifttctT f%prR7i f%^ ^ 

3%7 %%Rj 1-RcbR gRf 7 3% 8 % jpRT cRTR 

T^TcRRTEfl' ^eeft %t 'U41§T1 4r% 7f TRfqcT sff 1 

,, -.. < 1 ) 
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(ii) £*TTT 3 1996 eft 3lf^RT 4. 47/^t #/94 

jjrer to. kt>?t toi t I 

(iii) 3lffciPl^rR ( 1975 eft 1 d> WT^ti 

4.7202.49 cfc 3TcFfa cpft^cl <4 ff^ 3TOTdt 4 wfem 

WdM TOftSTT TO?cF §TJ ftdtcp 5 TO*TO1999 «Pt dRd 

#> wra,ai'Hraw«i 4 TrrWm> ^tot sra»i%d *ft dtft sft i 

(iv) TrrfSrroft 4 *Trft w f^raWr tot TOfm Thft (f^H^ afft 4 

TOTTW <PTdTt4»H ^refr^T 5NT Tjforft TOd 4 dTOPET W[ 

TO 4) d>r tjtrt to» prfcT 4sft $4? f4ro 6(4 ) 4> tottr 

Onfed TO 4 3Td% f4m4 4 3TOTcT d>d4 TO TOTO 5RR f^JT I 

«* 

(v) i4(ftlctoiy) gkl TfRcT 4 eft cbl4d MrVl tbtd 4> TOft slid 3T|i|ld<4i TOT 

wrtcidTaft (faro* sfft 4 totout ¥<#?r d?rm 

gM tjcfcfift WEI 4 TOTOET TOTO TO sft) k 4 ^ERT dft TO> 

yfct 4uft 3ft? TJ% Td ^ vjTT^t sft4 cf5t dTftdl 4 dleft'd fftdT ^ 
4fa? fclf^cT TO 4 3Td4 fftdT^ 4 TOTO 3 >?t 4 TO 3TcRT? TOTd fftRT 
TOT I 

(Vi) 4^I dcTOT ?Jed> TJcT 4l*TOjeef> 44 (4t 4 t #)4 d? 3Ejfcl fftTO 

TOT TO fft> 4 TOftSTT eft 3Tctf4 ?#d 4td 4 4?H TOTd 4 
TO <4 d>l4d 4>4 dftd 4 STOTcft eft sft4 dMc1«d d^TO TO^ I 

(vii) _ TOfaroft 4 fftTOT 6(4) eft 3T^?TN 4d^ 4?T 4 eft dd^T ^TT fif^ ^ 
f^TRfcTfecT (c|PlH)dl3Tt/5rrd f^FlWi cfTt TO’ TOTOcft ^:- 

0 4. WTe: 3 f>,. SlHdlfM, TOTFgT 

□ 4f%a^ 

□ 4 dKd)VcTOf TOT. ^., ^TO> 

□ 4 tfK*T?cfi«v4 TOT 4 pTTORTOt 

□ 4 ^F>HT TO ^>.^.,01^, TO 2 3 3TTT 1? 

□ 4 ^jsifiw ffro, -isn?^ (%fro^) 

□ 4ldT dtro>, '&d s ic'5 t 4 w44 

□ \ ^=»xrB<i UtIPiiPsh 1TOTTO, tl'Hdd'f 

(vili) f^TTO 6(2)^ 3T^TO? ^ f^d TOT TOT cbutlfc&'WM ^ ^dl.cfM 
d^T 'W4)5TT d>yd c^ ^1 ^TT 3T^4d TTO ^Rld f4di TOTT 2fT 
f^> % 31^ ^?T (dilta<4t/ddde;<4i ddd RTOTTO4 dd 

PfdlRd dTO c^ T^T efft TOTT^ ^ t 51 Id f4*rtTO>t/'3dnTO>f 
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^*ft eft ^rm fftftftRft <4? 44 r? ?rt wwwtft ^ ^ srf% 4r 
^i c rm eftt 44t ^ sft 1 cTsnf^r %# 3ft §rt 4tf 

rr?^ f^rr trt 1 

(ix) tor 6(4)«ft arjw? 5Rd sr 4 eft fM wd 4 4r 

cjrN *44 a4*r 4> f4*tf4r%d aTRTcRft cRt/3rrt ^4 

5!H^ 44\ TTt sft:- 

□ 4. 3T%TT 5d4ftRcT, ^ 

□ A. 3frrm^m ^i^rk fftRft 

□ 4 to 3TcTM ST.fcT., ^ f4cxft 

□ 4. 'Rftcl Rx^Wi feT., ^41 ^1 Co 

□ A. fxRKT fe4?Rc? ^ f4cmft 

□ 4 <4f4?rc 3Tcfer 5fl«cFe^i ST.fer.,^ fM 

v 

□ 4 ^f4^ 3TcRRr PFT.fcT.,^ 14cmft 

□ 4. fRR ?5RR4 

□ 4. ftwiftw <4f4<*<?[, cjf^RRT 

□ 4. RcT!'^ m. fc[„ M 

□ 4. a4?r ^tcf, \3 tR st4?t 

□ A. 4TcR3ft f^F^trcT rfftScR?? fcf. 35RTJ? 

□ 4. ^gforr 4§ 4rr, ^ 

□ 4. \33RR *Tf f4e4t 

□ 4. ^ 4 3 m4 ? r yr.ioT., df fA^\ 

□ 4. 4«rfew qc^rm, fftcmft 

(x) 4ff4 44ft TRxTOef^44?R feT. <ftt 3R> 3fFMc4 4tft ^ eft ftrp4 3TR5Rcb 

^crt 44t ^ sft 1 4?r4 344 qeyiiR rr44?h fcT. 4 ami fftRT 

2TT I 

(xi) yrfSra^rft 4 4iRsw fcRK ^4 4? 14 r 8 . 8.2000 ?ftt tr3 ^tt444p 

aritfrfacf cfft eft fvirctf 4?r4 4>4 rrr rt?44?r fftr. 4 r 4 14c^ 444^ f& 
4 pt4 4r 4s44e, fft^xft 44 4rr4 fftm ?R3ft f44r4?T f4„ feft 4 *rrn 

Rrt 2jt 1 f4iR 6(6)cft sfjrr fftR rs4 4 ^ w444cp 4 wr feRrsrr 
3jr 4 4rf4acf> 4 czrr r? taft 4t for%d 4 rr^t cfr4 ri 3Rj4d 
fftRT TRT STT | f4%d 3R3?R cftclcT 4 r4 ^44 Tr^fR c?tr4i4?ft fef. 3[4 4 tt4 %t 
^ 444e, f4wft 4 strt ^ t I 

(xii) mRmrrft 4 4^1^ f4f4^ fields r4t §rt ^Ts4r 4> 3r44r4k 3t?T wpt4 

tpifc^ c 4 wr 4 t 474 t 4t fld^r ^ 4? #c4 ^4 l 

(xiii) 1 3t4cT 1998 4 31 r 4, 1999 qft 3Ri4 eft fR? efft ^ eft I 

(xiv) 3Tf4^RT 4 xxx 44r4R otstr iiiRcf,rav4 iri SRd ^tRi 5f4f4f4R 
cfrRTT 4 44? t4RTT4RTR 5Trf4^Tft 4 ?TT f4dK f^RT t I 

(XV) Rq4cfrf ftRR 16 =4 3RRT?, ^T f4R>“4 eft fftftr Rr cTS 24/3TRR tR RxTR RRjT 
TpjT 9JT RfRft 33TRcfrrft 'Rft sTTcf 44f4d ^Sft^ft^^Tfsftafk^tR ^ 
f^u#Ri 4^ eftt4 4, eft 3R 3ft ftRRft 4 fftf?RcT fftRR fftRT R7J] % \ 
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ft?) ffteTRlfttH vjtMTg, \3ftfrT ftt? TPTFT q?eR 

2. fcfRMfttR RRR, fftftcT cfftncT 3ft? ?FRT cR^3Tt ft ^ift ft ^4e)4t RTR ft 
ftfcFT fftRf5ft OTftcRftk ft I 

ft[) TO 

3. WHI^I 

(i) U l R l cP l ft ft ETRT 9 cP (l) T eft SR/ftt? 7TFTRI 1 Je*I ft fftftYR ft ttftRH ft eft 
cbl4-i ftft ftftt ft_sTTcI PlAlldcftf ftt tftftctftf ftt y^dlcicfl ftftt HSflfft fftftl ft) 
fftftdeP ft Mll ftcP l f l p RR Hftf ftRI|3R: Rfftpift ePT HFPTT ft fft fftnftt ft TtFeT 
TR^ ftftt ft fftftHftf % TTFftR Hftt ffttt ft I Rfftplft ePT "^TF ftt dlddf ft fft ?>?t 
3 ft? cjivji ifcb'tdH ft eft cp|4d ftft ftld ft TTPTF^I TRlfftct epyp dfl RSlfftcp 
fftfftdlft yJ?T fftftdcp/ddtldfti W fftft? 3RR ft ftt J4lR|cp|ft ftt TTF^TtH ftft ft 

3T?R>ef ?ft t I 

(ii) RftRpft ft eft «Ptftf ftft ftp? ft W 3TRtctftf ftt 341-Nldcbt ftt JUMiq'cit ’ft ftftt 
sft I HSJTft fftft) 3TRTcTcp ft yifttcnlfl ftt R^R dftt ffttt ddd.'HI? y|ft<cE>I nS R>t RF 
HFRT t fft eft R>iftT ft?t fttH ft 3TTRTdftf ft MlfSfaitft eft TTFR^T Rftt ffttT t 
3ft? ftp? ^tHI ’ft N'kjd ’Tiff eft % | 

(iii) 4 ft?t 3TeTTRR chNft^M feT. Rt Rfte( defh ft,ft SRRReft ft X3TT? ft RF RTRT 

fftRT f fft ?R^ ft?T ft? RTRT? 3lftoIR?R7 Ret ft?t t, cR^TN XJdft Rift ft effft 

d1 4 1d oilKI 5TRT cfjyH| Rj?R Rftftt ftt dpi dfoft 3tTHR <Ti4 ft I RYfftcp dlcidftsft 
Rift ft fftRlft eft ftftftfft ft?T ft ?fR ft ?ftePt? fftRT RRT RT 3ft? W ftft 
cb^ l fft’kTH ' ft fcR MReblefcf TTRTR ’Je?! efJT 3RRR ffttRlft ft 3d4Rd cTTTct ft 
3TRIY W eFtFIt ’IRT 2tt I f^TRTcf ft Wlft ft ftl^dl cTFRT ft 3TRTft vi^el^tf 
H&f ft FTtfeR ^Rft FRt fftcRcft ift ft^cpfeRT dHlN xjcR eft 3HftcPN fftRT RP? | 

ftTRf ftft X^ecTRRt chKft^R feT. ft XXX R./ftf^T ft fft^TR ft 
ebvjj l lftWd xjet ft 3TSRT c|ft ft fftftfftct ftf eRftr ftft ftftt MRcpfcHd TTFTRI 
iJcR cpT ^1 fftRT ft I 

4. fftfteT ftt’TcT 

(i) fftftt ftt fftftRfcp/3TRttcR> ft RfftcpTft FRt ftftt xft 5T?HRcft ePT 3x14 ffttT ft I 

GtlV l ft ftt RTEt 3Rfft ft "ftTH ftt cplftr ftft ftfT ftt fftftct ftftRT fft^Tctft 
ft feR fttft 3Tfcpft Rftt ftft ft I 

(ii) 1 Eftc^ RfttT ft St^ftH IftRT ft 1ft eft 1996-97 ft WR ft RR ftR ^PRtfft^tF ftftf 

ft fftftcT Rftf ft 3tk dd^HK eft 1997-98 3t“ft RtR 3Rfft 3Tfttct 1998-99 

ft feR RR 3lft cpRTfftTdPT ft ft Rldldt ft fttf 3lfcpft RPeRJ xftt f | RP 
3Ticpftt ft 3HTR ft RtR SRfft ft ft?H ’TReT ^Pt 3ft? cp^ifft^H ftt 'dHlfl 
ftt 3ft?R fftftct ftftet epT 3TJHR eFtHT ?RR Hftt ft I 

(iii) cft+IH RTR ft 1eR ftftt RRR 3ft? #Ht ^P ftft 3ft? R[fftf^Jcp 3TRJ?RT 
Xft H l Rstlepn P l ^i l Rd ePeRRTT ftt RF 3R?t£t fftftt trt 2IT fft ft RTR 3Rfft 
ft ft?H ?n?T 3ft? cpRTfftRRR ftt cplftf ft?t fttH ft 3Tt?Ttftf ft !4dH cpft | ?ft 
ftt ft ?ft 3ft? ftt ftt ?ff 3PF ftF RH ftftt ft ?jtftcT IftRt ft fcfr Rm 3Rfft ft ft?H 
?n?f ftt? cpRTfftRRH ft ftt cpiftd ftfT cpT fttft 3ll<Mld eZTPTR Hftt ^3Tt ft I 


[ 'HPT I—Tpng 1 ] HTT?T ^>T : aTHTHTTPI 

3RT viThcT: 


ritMMrMMm, MMM £RT mmm fM m? Mf?r MMf sfk sftcj Mrm m> 

Ml M vjfjxF cpM cfr HSJmid MeRpM ^7T Pl^4 m? MgM ff \j 1M STMT iJlPl 1998- 
99 cfc Mm mRm M cj^ri ^f m^=g mRJ3Tt cPT M4 Mffm M ^3TT % I Ml 

^ Mrt Mfer if MrMrt ^ Mr 3mftr mr Mm mRm Mr rnm^ Mfr % 

mmg m^M M Mm Mfm Mmm efTT 3m<PeH M fM t I 

m. mrm MM 

5. Mc% Mtm eft Ml?: 

Mm ^ Mm Mtt t fcp Mr 3mftr eft Mr mrm Mr Mr mmMMr 
Ml m TJeT Mr M MfcT McT eft mM 3PjmTm M eFTPTT RT RcpT I 

mrm mrfftrm m srrcpcim Mr mr M MM Mm cr^M M Mr Mmm M^rm 
m Mrr mm srfMrRf t I mM, w® mM A Mr Mm m MM mm Mr 

Mf ift cKlifcp 1996-97 eft M|d RR cTSTT mmfMmTm M^t H Mf STRId msft ^3TT % I 

mf^cbiil gRT MR: 


^ejftp mm 3 mftr eft Mm mm M rp^ Mr H Rmm rngM mr Mi? fMfm 
M ^3tt 'I', ^mfcm cR^3tf mm M4 mm mM r^mr ^ i Mrt ftp w wmim mrr ^ 

Mm Mm eft 3mm if mfMM Mmf eft anjMr 1 M Mt 6 ^f MM fMm mr 

M^ui if mm mrfM mm Mrr m^f mr rM 1 

(mj arm mt: 

6._ ^Pj^ vjMl eft RxlK: 

MMp mfMrmmr ^ rtr if mMm ffo Mi MMr mrmfrMm ferffto ft’ 
fftmfMm strttMt fM t- 

( i) efr Mm M Mr mr MMt ^ fM mr ^ mmer if 3, so, 000 % m iftr ^ 
mm cpmifthmn mr M if so,000 M m Mr M M MM smmT t 1 

( ii) M 1996-97 ^ Mm Mffm mMPTfMf si^i rnmRTEff mtm 3rrm mM mm mm 

Mfr M ^jmr mr mfr m>i 4 n Mi Mm cp mmm'l mm mrff, 1997 if srfMr mrmRTrff 
mrnM M rnmrn mm mr 3rmm Mtm m ^r ejm ^r jmi ^ 1 

( iii) mr Mr mmrfMmm mM M mm mpm if M M Mr M mi Mt t 

Mtcpt mm mrnrf% MM Mfr rnTm M M otetr m mm Mfr M mM M M mr t 1 
Mr M 3 tMMt Mfr M w mfr Mm M Mm ^ MrmW M- Mr^ M rnmnm 
Tjf^mT mff ^ I 
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( iv) 3ftcRft ft TcTT deidl ft 1% tlRtS ft ftWTfftcT eft <td4d '£'<1 sftlH «T>t vJdlRd 

3TWI ft fft># ftt tf^ft ^ OT# % I 

( V ) ft ^tMId 'idVl fftftT<Tv? Tft*TcftH 3ft? ^eft<I ftqAc ft ftt <|t<J 

|ft ft 3¥ WeR rtf ftfaHT 3mfm ft* mtellM SRT MRerf^R 3T*fFTftf ft* 3TfHR 
^ftf ft ft I 3T >?Rt T ft* ft^ft 4, Ejft^ ft* 37R 3m 3?te WTfftcT STHcTT cR 

*!K 3TT 7RT ft I 

( vi) oft 3ft*T ftfaft ft?T ft* HTft % ft^fft ft* cfjRTJT vFR* feR ^ W 

qftf ft ftfr TF fft^ftt 3TRTd ftftftt cT'fdl'A'4 EJT 3TR*ftt ^*T *JcRRR ^rR ?R* Rl'dA 

-zsfru r trt it fft* crar wifft^fdR ?jcT ft* ft* g*Tft^ ^ftft aft*? m ft?r ft srftt ft* 

3TRTRT fftRT W ft I 

(vii) ^ cI«TT ‘<*i>dlfft*RTH % # q5T*N ftift sftfa % STRlftf TT RR* ft eRlft Tft 
^Vf) SHI 4l<H fftR ^Tl% ^RT HlA '^fT'CRT T^ltft 3€lVl ^»T RfftffiSf URft 'A* H-S 'j|R*i1 I 

7. 3THmmA ft* fftUR: 

- d 

TR* 3TRRR* fto Vrf 3ttft TR ft 3 iqft f^R^d 3TTft^ ft ^ fftft^ fft*RT ft 

fft*:- 

(i) -sft^^qfrT ft. %ft M,d) l frr| %. ft W ft eft *EPfa %ft sftfr *FT T dlKH 

^ ^ftru % 1 wftfa qrqftRrrftf ft* 'rswjft ^vft Rei ft ftfftn %r *tttr t ft*? ^r% 

Tra qreqftft ftft ft TRR-qrei ^ strr R?ft % 3?k f«mrrq T^f Tt <m\ 

t ftrcr^ ott tR^kt tj^fR tsRi s?k #n ^ ^rm 11 

( ii ) ^ro kjd^vl cbKMV^H feTO % Tm ^ ^ ^ Tffe?tt ?£\ ^RT RTcJ f^JT tl 

cTSITft cl ?rf T^r ^5T vTdimd ^ # ^T # cfT^T ^T I 

( iii) eft cPTiifr #35^^ OTW ft 3lto Efft TOT ?ftft t 3ft? ^R?T ft 

try gft eztr ft ^aft ^rtt ft ^tt^t <*ro ft>m ^ t l 

( iV ) ^TR?T ft 1 ftft qcll<ld ^ RlftH ft^f ^ 25 '3? ( TR^’ ^ ftfftH splft ft cbl^ ft^ eft 
<R<fr Eftft gftH m T3RT<R ^ t ^RtT fftTTOftt ^T ft ddJRH 

c2R?Tft ^ t I- 

( V ) ^T 3ft? chvii 1 f^5y-dM ft TTfftt eft cbl4d T ftft sftl^ fftefft ^ 4’K L, I W dgt *11*11 
V3TFTT RTffttr ft ¥IRd ft ^ cm R^T ^ f . I ^Rft ^dTRd eTFTET 3ft? W 
tfftrr WTcT (ET? RYd ft TRY tf^R cR rftsnft #) ^ftt 3R t fv5RT^ ftftJTFTR?R 
fftgft ^ftrft wftt ^ t I 
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8. <|ui<i5^ cj> ffildl’M tft ft**!* 

cJnSrtfcp'FcTffi TpjRpsif <£ (^cttcll'H ^f aj^R fR>dl % f*tf <*>'4lRbtdi' r l *t eft 7j>r4d 

$Ra>R xadfRd cftra R5> Rira afafta ^.xr^.xft. ‘ %€t) R 

ftcfT t RrR vp, 1993 7t Rd*R,1996 ^ Wf^ ^ RtcR eft cPlftf xftRsfti} cf? 
XJcqTR xjft cRF ^ sFT cfR f^JT W 2TT 3fk ?CR 3 ^fcp OToW d# SIT I X3F^ft 
7f? Rt ^TRJT t IRsft R3 cRi cjt Rfad cRdlfo^H ft TR^ ^1 eft <3>fftd fttftsffR <R 
fftTffd diet fft^JT t | 

Jnf&cRrft gHT ^rra 

xq^ej^ vftlVl Tfff 71? cjlql fftf Nrft cfSTI co\jiifcb'ttlM ^Jef dft Rd<* ^^[JTRcI ft 3fftt 
•ft rsh ft ^fi ^cqfrf Rftft duft ftftftftftft xr amirfar arR ftft ft dftf ft 
ftft 73TT dtiR £<RT Iftfftt c^'roiclvjit R5?J ft ydlptld dft fchilI dR ^ I 

<t*jhk tftftRfft ft fft xpftRR dft fftR t l ftftef.anixR. xftftftd: rt r? rr tft 4 

4r'I 3ie1l$^t RlR'l^SfM fef. fftftt eft Rl4d RT ft c|ft ft ftft "adUdd dft Rd 

Rf ft, RT cfftTH Ref TR fttft URcf dftt ft cKltfft R? Mfixf 3T^rftJ ft ftftftR dftf £ afR 
5fRR RfftRTft gRf fff XR fftlR dftt fftR Rif I 

9. urixf arafft ft ft^n ft^ ftftt ft R^ftt ft arrarefr ft d fttft ftt f^rfft ft 
RfftRift ~m% ftnt ft rt^t ^3ft cpj vps ^ Rytf^cr ^ cfr ^ | 

W. grfeT TR TgT'fgTTWb' 

10. ■RR 3T^r ^ft ^ g^3Tt ^ 3TRT?ff C^ ^ ?R f^rfct 

75? f i^> ^ft R eft TfTT^TT xM^fR ^ afRrat ^ R3 ^ XSffR 

XR cfti RfR ^ tf^T f I R Rs[^ ^ aTRTcft c^ ^ RR gf{ f^jfR R 

O n 

mf^T^t 7f X3R TTcfRcpt XR fcRR f^TJT %^F] eft f^jfR XR TRIR X^ t xRR 


X3fTRd ^TfltT^SRR X3 xRR ; fRgR -anTTOfTfl xR aiW R# cf^eft I ' dq^R , 
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rr^~ ft rttr RRfet $ ftRR mfer arraTcft r> str nfcj rrIr rr |f 

fcbRl RfcT Rf Ricg Rft RR Rcfr I 

11. T^ft fcp ^R 10 4 RRTRT RRT f RTfEtRRft RRR 3TRftl c£ R^RR RR^ ^Rt ft 
T-i«lcg RTRRtt c£ 3TT3TTcfT cfr ^gR ^JcR RR PfRt\! u l Rl?t RR RTR I RlfEiRdv) f' RTc^ RFltR 

$ fcR dcf ?f%cT cfftRTr rr ftHtRE ft r# fcERT # i rrrrtr ernj RTRRfttft rre rr 

fctRER fcRr f^Hl 3TRTRft c£ Rfct Rl%cT R^ldd 3ftR MgR TJcR c£ fid cjddl d6l R?t RT 
RRtt I f-Rtft 3TcTT^3T RRRTtfRR gTR RTR RRf«t cE gtRR eft RR^R RfftRttH R>t ft^t 
RttHR RF Mfer, RRRt R> feR RRR Rgf t RRT faSet RTRR RTRRfttft RRR? R?t Rift 
RIRT 3tft&H t I R¥ RRT RRT t fcf> RTR 3TRftt Rt ftRR RRg' RRt ft Rif 3TTRTH Rift 
|3TT t 3fR FTrf^R Rtf Rfct Hlf^Ft R PlRRdl RTR I 

12. fH RRRT RRTtRR fRRTtRR % R^uff ft RTfrEElft |R fRRRf R|Ht f % RRF ft eft 
REsN %ft RTtH RR RTRRT Rff f 3?[ f ff#R RTF 3Rffa % ftTTR R^RRR Rt RTtf RTTRfRR? 
■JRRR Rff ^RT f I R2R R?t ?RFT f U§ti fTT i% TTRg ^ff ft RRF TEHFT RR RTF STcff 
% ftTH RTff RTRIR Rff f3R f, RTfRRRft RR RF fRFTT t ff? HF£ f?fi ft dt RRFR %ft RRR 
% RRIRf FT ft^ RTRRftFt RJ^RT RR TRTR RRf 3 Rtc^R#T Rf ^RRH RRt TFT RRRT 
3R>TTR RTt ■JRTT^fR FPt ¥t R^tf RRTRRI RR f I 

vH. 3lf%R 

13. \3RTtRd RT f^RTT RR^ M9RR mf^cET^t RF I^RE^ f^ETeR f fcE: 

• RTR 3Rf^r ^tRR RR^ ^ $ 3TRRT RFT ft fcqlfcR oft RT^R ffsPf R T 

RTTR Rt f^RtR Rft f^RT RRT t | RR^ f?ft ^ RR^ RIRTR RR RTRE R# f3TT t ! 

• RTTR RRfft R? c{|tH RR^ f ?fl ft eft Rl4d R>fsElH RlRId'l R £tfcj RRtR Rt <Rl4 _ 
RTTRfctR fflfct Rff ff t I 
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• ^i') ^ eff cPT^f jW'lsbW cfr 3TPTRfr R Tlujcj! TFTFcf cR^ 

dciPl cfyf <¥ffcT uTT^ ^ 3T2TcTT ^cb'HH 3>t £(|c[ftf ^tRT^TT t I 

14. 3TcT; TJW %Rrft?T f % #RT^o35 £ffa 3jf^Rm 1975 c£ 

^n^f7 RfWr 7202.49 £ cT?cT 3TT ^ ^ ^ ^ c ^ n fe^TH ^ef ^ 312^ cffl ^ 


T 


l^rtfcTcT efr c£ 3TRTTcff R ^eP ?RF?f R? f^T I 

15. URfarT 3Tfe3^7R c£ 3T^R 3JT&I $ few ^TT^P, MK ^ Ttf 

(f^TRJT) SPftcffa RRlf^RUT 3 *T ef5t RJ TTcJxft t | 

W&- WSfjft, fcf^e mfRBTft 


ministry of commerce and industry 

(Department of Commerce) 
NOTIFICATION 
FINAL FINDINGS 


New Delhi, the 31st October, 2000 

Subject. Mid-Term Review of Anti Dumping Duty concerning imports of Low Carbon 
Ferro Chrome (LCFC) from Russia and Kazakhstan-Final Findings. 


****** 


r , No - 44/ ^ 9 i 9 / DG AD—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and 
for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 


A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) issued a 
public notice vide Notification No.44/1/99-DGAD dated the 5 th November, 1999, 
initiating review of definitive Anti-Dumping Duty recommended on imports of 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome originating in or exported from Russia and 
Kazakhstan ( hereinafter also referred to as subject countrywide Notification 
No. 47/ADD/94 dated the 3 rd December 1996 and definitive Anti-Dumping Duty 
imposed by the Central Government vide Notification No. 7 & 8 dated the 24^ 
January, 1997. 

ii) The investigations concluded by the Authority vide Notification No. 47/ADD/94 
dated the 3 rd December 1996 have been referred to as “the previous 
investigation”. 

lit) The Public notice dated 5 th November, 1999 was published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary, initiating review of Anti-Dumping Duty concerning imports 
of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome, classified under Customs sub-heading 
No. 7202 49 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. . 


&3 c fb)ilZooo-Z 
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iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known Exporters 
and industry Associations (whose details were made available by M/s. 
Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, Domestic Industry in the previous 
investigation) and gave them an opportunity to make their views known in 
writing in accordance with the Rule 6(4) 

v) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers 
and consumers of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome in India (whose details were 
made available by M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, Domestic Industry in 
the previous investigation) and provided them an opportunity to make their 
views known in writing within forty days from the date of issue of letter. 

vi) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
arrange details of imports of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome in India during the past 
three years, including the period of review. 

vii) The Authority sent a questionnaire, to the following manufacturers/known 
exporters of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome in the subject country, in accordance 
with the Rule 6(4):- 

□ M/s. Rutmet Inc., Ontario, Canada. 

□ M/s. Syncret B.V., Totterdam, The Netherlands. 

□ M/s. Norcalloys L.P., New York. 

_i M/s. Narcalloys SA, Luxembourg. 
a M/s. Derek Raphals & Co. Ltd., London, N 2 3RA. 
u M/s. Sudamin Trading, Waterloo (Belgique). 

□ M/s. Otto Wolff, Dussoldorf, Germany. 

j M/s Soclete Anonyme Des Minerals, Luxembourg. 

viii) The Embassy of Russia and Kazakhstan in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the review in accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the questionnaire within 
the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and questionnaire sent to the exporters 
was also sent to these Embassies, alongwith a list of known 
exporters/producers. None of the exporters/producers, however, filed any 
response. 

ix) A questionnaire was sent to the following importers and/or consumers of Low 
Carbon Ferro Chrome in India calling for necessary information in accordance 
with rule 6(4):- 

j M/s. Anita International, New Delhi, 
j M/s. Omparkash Rakesh Kumar, Delhi, 
j M/s. Shiva Alloys Pvt. Ltd , Delhi. 

_i M/s Steel Strips Ltd., Chandigarh 
M/s. Chivas International, New Delhi, 
j M/s. Lowwear Alloys Products Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi, 
j M/s. Unique Alloys Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi. 

M/s Kumar Steels Jagadhari 
j M/s Singhama Chemicals, Ludhiana, 
j M/s. Allied Holdings Pvt Ltd . New Delhi. 
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□ M/s. Uttar Pradesh Steels, Uttar Pradesh. 

□ M/s. Balaji Industrial Products Ltd., Jaipur. 

□ M/s. Kathuria & Sons, New Delhi. 

□ M/s. Uphaar International, New Delhi. 

□ M/s.Sahu Refrigeration Industries Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi. 

□ M/s. Metallic Alloys, Delhi. 

x) A questionnaire was sent to M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited calling for 
necessary information. M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited filed its response. 

xi) The Authority held a public hearing on 8.8.2000 to hear the views orally, which 
was attended by M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, M/s. Bilt Chemicals Ltd. 
M/s. HIN Ferromet, Delhi and M/s. VISA Energy Resources Ltd., New Delhi. In 
accordance with Rule 6 (6) the parties who attended the public hearing were 
requested to file written submissions of the views expressed orally. Written 
submissions have been received only from M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation 
Limited and M/s. HIN Ferromet, Delhi. 

xii) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence presented 
by various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained and kept 
open for inspection by any interested party upon request. 

xiii) Investigation was carried out for the period 1 st April, 1998 to 31 st March, 1999. 

xiv) **** in this notification represents information furnished by the petitioner on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

xv) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to all known interested parties and 
comments received, if any, on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings. 

B PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AND LIKE 

ARTICLES : 

2. The Final Findings notified in the previous investigation with regard to the 
product under consideration, Export Price and Like Articles remain unchanged. 

C. DUMPING: 

3 NORMAL VALUE : 

(i) The Authority sent exporters questionnaire to known exporters of Low Carbon 

Ferro Chrome for the purpose of determination of Normal Value in accordance 
with Section 9A(1)c. However, none of the exporters responded to the 
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Authority. The Authority, therefore, holds that the exporters from the subject 
- countries have not co-operated with the Authority as envisaged under the 
Rules. The Authority also holds that the primary responsibility to establish 
Normal Value of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome in Russia and Kazakhstan rests 
with the exporters/producers, who have failed to co-operate with the Authority. 

(ii) The Authority also sent importers questionnaire to known Importers of Low 
Carbon Ferro Chrome. However, none of the Importers responded to the 
Authority. Accordingly, the Authority holds that Importers of Low Carbon Ferro 
Chrome have not co-operated with the Authority and have not furnished any 
information. 

(iii) M/s Ferro Alloys Corporation Ltd., the Domestic Industry in response to the 
questionnaire have claimed that the subject countries are Non Market 
Economies (NME), accordingly obtaining any cost particulars in respect of them 
is a very difficult rather impossible task. In the initial Anti Dumping 
investigations Zimbabwe was accepted as surrogate country and the 
Constructed Normal Value for Russia and Kazakhstan was estimated on the 
basis of cost of production in Zimbabwe. Since current cost data in respect of 
Zimbabwe is not available, the Constructed Normal Value as worked out by 
them be adopted. M/s Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited has claimed the 
Constructed Normal Value of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome originating in or 
exported from Russia and Kazakhstan as Rs. **** per MT. 

4. EXPORT PRICE : 

(i) None of the Exporters/Importers responded to the questionnaire forwarded by 
the Authority. The Domestic Industry also did not furnish any data to work out 
the Export Price of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome during Period of Investigation 
(POI). 

(ii) The Domestic Industry has submitted that no exports have taken place both 
from Russia and Kazakhstan after 1996-97 and accordingly no import details 
are available in respect of Russia and Kazakhstan for 1997-98 and the POI i.e. 
1998-99. In the absence these details it is not possible to estimate the average 
Export Price of Russia and Kazakhstan material to India during POI. 

(iii) For the present investigation, a request was made to the Central Board of 
Excise and Customs (CBEC) and Directorate General of Commercial 
Intelligence and Statistics(DGCI&S), Calcutta to furnish details of imports of 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome originating in or exported from Russia and 
Kazakhstan during the POI. Both CBEC and DGCI&S have intimated that during 
POI there is no import trade from Russia and Kazakhstan of Low Carbon Ferro 
Chrome. 
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EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY : 

After examining the export statistics furnished by DGCI&S, CBEC and the claim 
of the Domestic Industry, the Authority concludes that no exports have taken 
place of the subject goods from the subject countries to India during the POI i.e. 
1998-99. In absence of exports from the subject countries, the Authority has 
not estimated the average. Export Price of subject goods from the subject 
countries to India during the POI. 

D. DUMPING MARGIN : 

5 VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

The Domestic Industry has submitted that the estimates about the Export Price 
of the subject goods originating from countries alleged to be dumping during 
POI cannot be made. For estimating the Dumping Margin, quantification of 
Normal Value as well as the Export Price of the goods alleged to be dumping 
is essential. However, quantification of Export Price in this case is not possible 
since no imports have taken place both from Russia and Kazakhstan after 1996- 
97. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

Since there is no exports of the subject goods from the subject countries to India 
during the POI, there is no dumping of the subject goods. As explain above, 
in absence of Export Price the Authority could not determine the Dumping 
Margin in pursuance of the principle laid down in Para 6 of the Annexure 1 to the 
Rules. 

E OTHER ISSUES : 

6 . VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY : 

In response to the Initiation Notification M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, 
the Domestic Industry has made the following submissions:- 

(i) There is an installed capacity for manufacture of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome at 
3,80,000 MTPA in case of Russia and 80,000 MTPA in case of Kazakhstan. 

(ii) After Initiation of Anti Dumping investigations by the Indian Authorities during 
1996-97 and levy of final Anti Dumping Duty in Jan., 1997 on imports of Low 
Carbon Ferro Chrome originating from these countries, the imports of the said 
commodity have reportedly stopped. 

(iii) Some quantity of Russia and Kazakhstan material is still being dumped Into 
India routing the same through other countries based on forged certificates of 
origin. Most of these countries do not at all have any production-facility for 
manufacture of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome. 
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(iv) The Statistics reveal that there is no drop at all in the installed Low Carbon 
Ferro Chrome production capacity in the subject countries. 

(v) Over the years the growth in the Steel Industry particularly in the Stainless 
Steel and Alloys Steel segment did not keep pace with the projected estimates 
of the Authorities in the Ministry of Steel and Planning Commission. In context 
of the above background the Domestic Industry is now burdened with excess 
installed capacity. 

(vi) Due to re-routing of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome through third country it is not 
possible for them to have access to any import document or data showing that 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome of Russia and Kazakhstan origin are still being 
imported to the country. 

(vii) If the Anti Dumping Duty already levied on imports of Low Carbon Ferro 
Chrome from Russia and Kazakhstan is reduced or removed completely at this 
stage it would open the floodgates for dumping by these two countries 
jeopardizing the survival of the Domestic Industry. 

7. VIEWS OF IMPROTERS : 

M/s. HIN Ferromet, one of the importers, in their written submissions has 
submitted that:- 

(i) M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, Domestic Industry is not producing any 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome for over two years. Local consumers are being 
deprived of the important raw material and left with no other alternative but to 
import material after paying Anti Dumping Duty making their finished Alloy 
Steel/Stainless Steel expensive. 

(ii) M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited have restarted two furnaces out of five. 
However they are producing High Carbon Ferro Chrome and not Low Carbon 
Ferro Chrome. 

(iii) Production of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome involves very high power consumption 

and keeping in view high power tariffs in India it is not possible to produce it 
economically. 

(iv) In India there are 25 producers of various grades of Ferro Alloys but none is 
producing Low Carbon Ferro Chrome as the same is economically not feasible. 

(v) By availability of cheaper Low Carbon Ferro Chrome from Russia and 
Kazakhstan, it should not be interpreted that they are dumping this commodity 
into India. Their cost of production and power tariff cost (it is one fourth of 
power tariff in India) is much lower resulting in lower sale prices. 
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8. VIEWS OF EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN : 

Embassy of the Republic of Kazakhstan have submitted that in Kazakhstan 
Low Carbon Ferro Chrome is produced only in one plant i.e. 
JSC”Ferrochrom”(Aktyubinsk City) in which within the period of time from June 
1993 to December, 1996, the production of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome had 
been completely stopped and free stock was not available in storage. They 
also stated that Kazakhstan did not export Low Carbon Ferro Chrome to India 
during the last 10 years. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

The contention of the Domestic Industry that the subject goods of Russian and 
Kazhaskstan origin is still being dumped into India, routing the same through 
other countries based on forged certificates of origin, has not been substantiated 
by the Domestic Industry with any documentary evidence. Accordingly, the 
same has not been accepted by the Authority. The claim of M/s HIN Ferromet 
that M/s Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited is not producing any Low Carbon 
Ferro Chrome for over two years has no bearing on the present investigation as 
the same does not relate to the Period of Investigation and hence not 
considered by the Authority. 

F. LANDED VALUE : 

9. In absence of any imports of subject goods from the subject countries during 
the POI, the Authority could not determine the Landed Value of the subject 
goods from the subject countries. 

G. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK: 

10. In the absence of imports of the subject goods from the subject countries during 
the POI, the Authority holds that there is no impact of imports of Low Carbon 
Ferro Chrome from subject countries on the Domestic Industry in India. In 
the absense of Imports of subject goods from subject countries the Authority has 
not considered such indices having a bearing on the state of industry such as 
production trends, capacity utilisation, sales, stocks, profitability and average 
sales realization. The Authority accordingly could not establish any injury to the 
Domestic Industry by the dumped imports during the POI from the subject 
countries. 

11. As explained in Para 10, the Authority could not determined the Landed Value 
of imports of subject goods from the subject countries during the POI. The 
Authority has also not determined Non-lnjurious Price for the Domestic 
Industry. Accordingly, no comparison between the Non Injurious Price and the 
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Landed Value of imports without considering the Anti Dumping Duty in force 
could be made. The selling price during POI of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome by 
M/s. Ferro Alloys Corporation Limited, is not relevant to decide whether the Anti 
Dumping Duty recommended earlier is required to be continued. It is found 
that there is no imports from subject countries during the PQI and hence no 
injury margin could be worked out. 

12. From the indices analyzed above, the Authority is thus led to the conclusion 
that there is no imports of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome from subject countries 
and hence no material injury has been caused to the Domestic Industry during 
the POI. Keeping in view that no imports from the subject countries of the 
subject goods have taken place during the POI, the Authority is of the opinion 
that cessation of existing Anti-Dumping Duty on imports of Low Carbon Ferro 
Chrome from the subject country, is not likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry. 

H. FINAL FINDINGS: 

13 The Authority concludes, after considering the foregoing, that: 

□ Low Carbon Ferro Chrome originating in or exported from subject countries has 
not been exported to India during POI. There is no dumping of the subject 
goods from the subject countries. 

□ The Domestic Industry has not suffered any material injury from imports of Low 

, Carbon Ferro Chrome from subject country during the POI. 

□ Cessation of existing Anti-Dumping Duty on imports of Low Carbon Ferro 

Chrome from the subject countries, is not likely to lead to continuation or 

recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry. 

14. The Authority, therefore, recommends that the Anti-Dumping Duty imposed on 
imports of Low Carbon Ferro Chrome originating in or exported from Russia and 
Kazakhstan, falling under Customs classification 7202.49 of Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 be discontinued. 

15. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Gold(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act supra. 

L V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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